U. S. Department of Agriculture

Effective Date 07/08/2004
Oklahoma



Grassland Reserve Program

CRITERIA WORKSHEET

Participant: _______________________________________________
Application No.: ______________________

	Land being offered is currently being utilized as a grazing operation or hayland (excluding alfalfa or annual hay species) and is 40 ac. or larger in size.    The land includes grasslands; land that contains forbs; shrubland, including improved rangeland and pastureland; or land that is located in and area that has been historically dominated by grassland, forbs, forbs and shrubland when these lands have the potential to enhance plant and animal biodiversity. Yes       No        [If “Yes” continue.  If “no”, discontinue ranking and notify the applicant the land is ineligible for the Grassland Reserve Program.]


Type of GRP agreement offered (check one): 
Rental Agreements   __ 10-year    __ 15-year    __  20-year    __ 30-year


Easement    __ 30-year    __ Permanent

Summary of offered land (Land types other than rangeland, pastureland and grazed forest are not eligible to be offered or enrolled):

Enter nearest whole acre
Total acres offered 
 _______________ ac.
Acres of native cover (native sod–never been tilled)
 _______________ ac.
Acres needing restoration
 _______________ ac.
Enter to nearest whole dollar
Estimated restoration costs 
$_______________ (Total cost share required for restoration)
Estimated total cost of rental agreement 
$_______________ (Annual rental x total acres x length of contract)

Estimated total cost of easement 
$_______________ (Estimated easement cost x total acres)
	EVALUATION CRITERIA
	Circle Correct Value
	Score

	A. Threats to conversion 
	
	

	1)  Threat to conversion – parceling and fragmentation [If offered land is predominate cover of native rangeland (> 75%), multiply points times two.  DO NOT award points for land inside corporate city limits regardless of county listed.]
	

	Land is located in one or more listed counties (Canadian, Carter, Comanche, Craig, Creek, Garfield, Grady, Kingfisher, Lincoln, Logan, McClain, Osage, Muskogee, Nowata, Pottawatomie, Okmulgee, Wagoner, and Washington counties)
	50
	

	Land is located in one or more listed counties (Bryan, Garvin, LeFlore, Love, Kay, Mayes, Murray, Noble, Okfuskee, Pawnee, Payne, Sequoyah, and Woodward counties)
	25
	

	Land is not located in listed counties
	0
	

	[If offered land is predominate cover of native rangeland (> 75%), multiply points times two.]
	Score
	

	2)  Threat to conversion – large scale utility development [Land is identified as location for wind farm – OWPI Neural Network reference map with good or excellent wind resource potential. If offered land is predominate cover of native rangeland (> 75%), multiply points times two. ]
	

	Land is located on reference map - > 50% of acres 
	30
	

	Land is not located on reference map or < 50% of the land offered in an identified area.
	0
	

	
	Score
	

	3)  Threat to conversion - cultivation [Percent of offered grassland suitable for cultivation.  Percent of offer with soil map units having non-irrigated cropland capability classes I and II.  If soil map units have predominate cover of native rangeland (> 75%), multiply points times two.]
	

	75% or greater of the offered acres in cropland capability class I and II
	10
	

	50% – 74% of the offered acres in cropland capability class I and II
	5
	

	Less than 50% of the offered acres in cropland capability class I and II
	0
	

	[If offered land is predominate cover of native rangeland (> 75%), multiply points times two.]
	Score
	

	4) Threat to conversion - invasive plants [Area must have presence of, or adjacent to land with invasive species present.  Musk thistle, sericea lespedeza, salt cedar (Tamarix spp.) and juniper.]
	

	Species not  present or less than 30% of offered acres impacted
	15
	

	Species present on offered acres at 30 - 50% of offered acres impacted
	10
	

	Species present on offered acres at 51 - 75% of offered acres impacted 
	5
	

	Species present at > 76% of offered acres impacted
	0
	

	
	Score
	

	Total points for threat to conversion 
	Total Score A.
	

	
	
	

	
	


	EVALUATION CRITERIA (continued)
	Circle Correct Value
	Score

	Enter score from previous page
	Score
	

	B.  NON-CONVERSION CONSIDERATIONS
	

	1)  Enrollment option selected by applicant.  [Weight is assigned to the option providing the greatest opportunity to meet the long-term objectives of the program. ]
	

	· Permanent easement
	30
	

	· 30-year easement
	20
	

	· 30-year rental agreement
	20
	

	· 20-year rental agreement
	10
	

	· 15-year rental agreement
	5
	

	· 10-year rental agreement
	0
	

	
	Score
	

	2)  Acres of grazing land to be protected, restored, or enhanced [Area enrolled will have Prescribed Grazing (528A) &/or Forage Harvest Management (511) planned and maintained in the conservation plan for the life of the agreement/easement.  Exclusion from easements may not exceed 1 undeveloped 2ac. site per 640 acres offered. For non-contiguous offers, assign score on the largest contiguous unit.]
	

	2,001 or more acres
	5
	

	601 –  2,000 acres
	10
	

	201 - 600 acres
	15
	

	40 – 200 acres
	5
	

	
	Score
	

	3)  Location significance - Proximity of area offered to other protected areas such as refuges, and wildlife management areas, national forests, natural areas, or permanent conservation easements [Protected areas must be 2,500 ac. or greater in size.]
	

	Area is immediately adjacent to a protected area
	15
	

	Area is not adjacent, but within 1/4 mile of a protected area
	8
	

	Area is between 1/4 and 1/2 mile of a protected area
	6
	

	Area is between 1/2 and 1 mile of a protected area
	4
	

	Area is between 1 and 2 miles of a protected area
	2
	

	Area is greater than 2 miles of a protected area
	0
	

	
	Score
	

	4)  Area offered includes predominately native rangeland and prairies [Area must be protected from uncontrolled livestock use by Prescribed Grazing (528A), Forage Harvest Management (511), or Use Exclusion (472) in order to receive points].
	

	Area offered is 75% or greater native grasslands
	15
	

	Area offered is 24% or greater introduced grasslands or abandoned cropland
	0
	

	
	Score
	

	5)  Area offered will include restoration or enhancement of stream corridors/riparian zones [All riparian areas must be protected from uncontrolled livestock access by Prescribed Grazing (528A) and/or Use Exclusion (472) in order to receive points].
	

	Stream corridor/riparian zone will be restored with future protection
	10
	

	Stream corridor/riparian zone will be restored without  future protection
	0
	

	
	Score
	

	6)  Essential habitat for declining wildlife species
	

	Area offered is known habitat for the identified declining species and benefits to the species will occur through development of a conservation plan that addresses habitat requirements for the identified animal or plant.  Conservation plan will include Upland Wildlife Habitat Management (645) addressing essential habitat needs of identified specie(s).
Circle specie(s)   Greater prairie chicken    Lesser prairie chicken    Black-tailed prairie dog
	10
	

	Benefits identified species will not occur
	0
	

	
	Score
	

	7)  Total cost per acre (Calculate and score based on offer type.)
	

	Easement total plus restoration practices
	Rental Agreements restoration costs only
	
	

	< $50.00 ac
	No restoration costs
	20
	

	$50.00 - $100.00 per acre
	$.01 - $1 per acre
	15
	

	$100.01 - $150.00 per acre
	$1.01 - $3.00 per acre
	10
	

	$150.01 - $200.00 per acre
	$3.01 - $5.00 per acre
	5
	

	$200.01 per acre or more
	$5.01 per acre or more
	0
	

	
	Score
	

	 TOTAL POINTS FOR NON-CONVERSION CONSIDERATIONS Category B
	(a)

	TOTAL POINTS FOR THREAT TO CONVERSION (Total of Category A from previous page)
	(b)

	TOTAL POINT VALUE FOR OFFERED AREA [Add (a) + (b)]
	


Evaluation Completed by: (signatures)

_______________________________
________________
________________________________
_____________

         Designated Conservationist
             Date
                 Applicant
         Date 

GUIDANCE FOR RANKING GRP APPLICATIONS

The following guidance is effective beginning July 8, 2004, and will be used for evaluating all GRP applications for funding in fiscal year 2004:

EVALUATION CRITERIA 

The use of the terms native cover, native grassland,  or native rangeland in this worksheet refers to land possessing native grasses, forbs and shrubs, that have never been plowed or otherwise manipulated by tillage or other similar activity.
A. THREATS TO CONVERSION – The GRP Interim Final Rule requires priority consideration be given to grasslands under the various threats of conversion.  The identified threats include urbanization (parceling of grasslands), cultivation, and loss of plant and animal biodiversity.

1)  Threat to conversion – urban land
Assign points in this category for land located in the counties identified in the 1997 NRI as land having greatest expansion of urban build-up 1982-1997.  The identified counties are listed and include five major metropolitan areas of Oklahoma and certain other counties experiencing fragmented corridor development.  Nowata and Craig counties are represented due to the predominance of tall grass prairie being fragmented by “parceling” development.  Grazing lands ineligible to receive points in this category are lands residing within the corporate city limits and easement land that will include reserved land for future permanent structures except as defined in the following.  Easement offers may include land reserved from easement not to exceed 1 – 2 acre area per 640 acres of offered land.  If 75% or greater of the offered acres is native grassland, multiply the score times two.  Land located in Oklahoma, Cleveland, Tulsa, and Rogers counties are not listed due to the high degree of existing fragmentation and the higher land values driven by intense urbanization.
2)  Threat to conversion – wind farms
Assign points to this category when at least 50% of the offered acres in located in an area identified as good and excellent resource potential on the Oklahoma Wind Power Initiative (OWPI) Neural Network Computer Model Map 02/22/02.  The map is available at http://www.seic.okstate.edu/owpi/WindRes/owrc.htm.  
3)  Threat to conversion – cultivation
Assign points under this category based on the percent of the offered acres with soil map units having desirable classification for conversion to cropland.  Cropland is not eligible for enrollment in the GRP.  However, there are many acres of grassland, native and introduced, that could be converted to cropland with minimal land treatment costs by the land holders.  The soil map units with the greatest potential for cropland conversion have a non-irrigated cropland capability classification of class I or II.  These classifications are recorded in Section 2 of the Field Office Technical Guide, Cropland Interpretations, Land Capability and Yields per Acre of Crops Report.  These tables can be accessed in the local Field Office or at http://www.ok.nrcs.usda.gov/technical/soils/county_files/index.html.  If the offered cover on at least 75% of the class I and II land is historic native grasslands, multiply the assigned points by two. 
4)  Threat to conversion – invasive plants
Assign points under this category based on the percent of offered acres covered by the targeted invasive plant species.  The specie(s) must be present on the offered land or the land immediately adjacent to the offered land must be infested at a concentration that posses an imminent threat to the offered acres.  If the specie is not present on the offered acres or adjacent property, score zero points.  Targeted species for this evaluation period include junipers, salt cedar (Tamarix spp.), musk thistle, and sericea lespedeza.  Participants will be required to remove and maintain the control of these species for the life of the agreement.  Restoration cost-share may be available for the initial treatment within two years of enrollment in the GRP.  Following the initial treatment the participant will have to maintain the population of these plants at or below a 15% plant composition for the field in which they are present.
B.  Non-Conversion Evaluation Considerations.  The criteria in this section will be used to further evaluate applications that provide the greatest support to existing grazing operations and enhance the biodiversity through protection of the grassland resource.  
1)  Enrollment options selected by the applicant
Assign points in this category based on the enrollment option selected by the participant.  The points are weighted to the enrollment options providing the greatest long-term protection of the grassland resource.
2)  Acres of grazing lands to be protected, restored, or enhanced 

Area enrolled will have Prescribed Grazing (528A) &/or Forage Harvest Management (511) planned and maintained in the conservation plan for the life of the agreement/easement.  Exclusion from easements may not exceed one (1) undeveloped two (2) ac. site per 640 acres offered.  Offers of less than 2 acres cannot include a reserved exclusion beyond the existing structures.  Points are awarded to give preference for physical site conditions and ownership patterns that offer a likelihood that the site will retain its habitat function and values.
3)  Proximity of area offered to other protected areas such as refuges, wildlife management areas, national forests, natural areas, and permanent conservation easements
Proximity to other protected grassland areas will be as measured from the closest point on the edge of the offered acreage.  Other protected areas must be at least 2,500 acres in size to allow points in this category.  Land enrolled in the CRP or WRP 10-year restoration agreements do not qualify as other protected areas for wildlife habitat under this category.  WRP 30-year and perpetual easements can be considered as protected habitat areas. 

4)  Area offered includes predominately native rangeland and prairies
Assign points for the percent of offered land that is native grasslands that have never been tilled or re-established by planting.  Abandoned cropland fields that have established native plants through natural regeneration, native range plantings, trees and introduced grasses do not contribute to the 75% criteria. 
5)  Area Offered Will Include Restoration or Enhancement of Stream Corridors/Riparian Zones    

Assign points under this category when a stream and adjacent buffer will be protected from livestock grazing or encroachment from cropping, by fencing or use exclusion.  Areas within the protected corridor/riparian area will be established to native vegetation by either natural regeneration or by planting grasses, trees, or shrubs as determined on site by NRCS field staff in consultation with the applicant.  Minimum widths of protected corridors/riparian areas will be in accordance with the Standard and Specification for Riparian Forest Buffer (391) or Riparian Herbaceous Cover (390).  Limited summer grazing that avoids nesting and fawning seasons and allows for fall re-growth can be planned as a wildlife management practice where habitat benefits would be achieved. Tree plantings will have livestock excluded for the entire period of establishment.  Score this category only when all streams are protected and restored.  Streams for this criterion are perennial streams as defined and designated on USGS topographic maps.  If no perennial streams are present on the offered acres score no points in this category.

6)  Essential habitat for declining wildlife or protection of threatened plant species
Assign points only when the selected declining wildlife specie(s), Greater prairie chicken, Lesser prairie chicken, and Black-tailed prairie dog, are known to be present on the offered acres.  Conservation practices will be installed and maintained to the habitat needs of the specie(s).  We can never be sure that the targeted species will utilize habitats maintained or enhanced by conservation practices, but we can insure that the practices will provide all or part of the habitat requirements of the species.   Be sure that the wildlife habitat improvement plan will provide habitat that is suitable for use by the targeted species before assigning points under this category. 
7)   Cost Per Acre for Protection  

Use the acres that are being offered for enrollment in the respective category. For easement offers, add the estimated total cost of the contract including easement cost and the estimated cost of restoration practices.  Divide the total contract cost by the total acres of the contract to determine the appropriate points to assign the application.  
For rental agreements, calculate the restoration costs per acre using only the acres that are directly benefited by cost-share practices or management practices specifically implemented for grazing land restoration when calculating the cost per acre.  As an example: The landowner wants to develop a GRP plan on part of a 640-acre tract of rangeland.  The plan consists of constructing a 2-acre farm pond and fencing another 10 acres of riparian buffer to exclude livestock.  The total benefited area will be 12 acres.  In this situation, all of the cost for constructing the pond, installing a freeze-proof tank, and fencing the area should be divided by the 12 acres included in the plan.  Do not divide the cost by the entire 640 acres within the tract.  However, if the same landowner also planned to construct a firebreak and use prescribed burning as a management tool on the entire tract, the cost of all practices should be divided by 640 acres.  The acres used for calculating the cost per acre are crucial in assigning points under this category.  Be sure the correct procedures are used.
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